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from U.S. Government support, has
used every tax dollar it received in the
past to provide voluntary family plan-
ning services, like contraceptives, to
couples who lack them. By providing
for the first time modern birth control
methods to people in countries where
abortion was the primary method of
birth control, the number of abortions
goes down.

Now, taxpayer funds to the Inter-
national Planned Parenthood Federa-
tion, which is comprised of dozens of
family planning organizations around
the world, are cut off.

I remember the distinguished senior
Senator from Oregon, former Senator
Mark Hatfield, a dear friend of mine,
one of the most revered Members of
this body, who became chairman of the
Senate  Appropriations Committee.
Senator Hatfield was fervently pro-life,
opposed to abortion, very strong in his
beliefs. I remember a debate on the
Mexico City policy when he stood
here—and he probably said it best. I
will quote what he said:

It is a proven fact that when contraceptive
services are not available to women through-
out the world, abortion rates increase. The
Mexico City policy is unacceptable to me as
someone who is strongly opposed to abor-
tion.

President Bush’s decision was not un-
expected, based on what he said during
the campaign. But I am disappointed
because one would have hoped that
after pledging to change the way we do
business in Washington, after years of
successive Congresses and administra-
tions tying themselves in knots over
this issue, his advisers would have
taken the time to consult with the
Congress about how to avoid the quag-
mire the Mexico City policy has pro-
duced in the past.

Now, had they done that, would an
agreement have been possible? Who
knows? There are strong passions on
both sides of this issue, but they should
at least have asked whether maybe, be-
fore unilaterally turning back the
clock, there is a way to find common
ground.

President Bush has made much of his
abilities as a consensus builder. Frank-
ly, I think had he bothered to ask, he
would have found a willingness to com-
promise, because contrary to the Presi-
dent’s statement and contrary to a lot
of the press reports, this issue is about
far more than abortion.

It is about protecting the health of
women in desperately poor countries
where more than half a million women
die each year from complications relat-
ing to pregnancy, and where women
have little control over their own bod-
ies or their lives. We have the oppor-
tunity, at very little expense, to help.
Instead—not to save money but to
make a political point—we cut off that
help.

The Mexico City policy has been the
subject of more political posturing,
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more press releases, more fund raising
letters, more debates, more votes, and
more Presidential vetoes, than vir-
tually any other issue I can think of.

I remember when President Clinton
did the right thing by repealing the
Mexico City policy 8 years ago. When
he did that, a Republican Congress re-
sponded by sharply cutting funding for
voluntary family planning—not fund-
ing for abortions but for voluntary
family planning. The predictable, trag-
ic result of that misguided, politically
motivated act was an increase in the
number of abortions and of deaths of
women from botched abortions.

Again, the evidence is indisputable
that when family planning services are
available, the number of abortions goes
down. But apparently that didn’t mat-
ter. Mexico City proponents cared more
about scoring political points than pre-
venting abortions or saving women’s
lives.

President Bush has made a decision.
He has a right to do that. But I believe
it was the wrong decision—wrong be-
cause the Mexico City policy is not
about taxpayer dollars, wrong because
he ignored the bipartisan majority in
the Senate that opposes the Mexico
City policy, wrong because it will like-
ly result in more abortions, not less, in
poor countries where abortions are
often unsafe.

The irony is that if we had a vote a
majority of Senators—Republicans and
Democrats—would vote the other way.

I do appreciate that the administra-
tion has said it will provide the full
$445 million the Congress appropriated
for family planning this year. That is
critically important, and we should
discuss how to significantly increase
that amount in future years. But by re-
instating the Mexico City policy, by
cutting off support for some of the
most effective organizations involved
in family planning and women’s health,
the President has set us on a collision
course. We can now expect extended de-
bates that we have all heard countless
times before, votes to repeal the pol-
icy, vetoes of appropriations bill, and
on and on.

I hope this is not what the President
meant when he spoke of working to-
gether. We can do better. We have to do
better if we are going to avoid the pit-
falls that divided us in the past on this
issue.

Madam President, we have moved
foreign aid bills through this body in
record time in the last few years. Sen-
ator MCCONNELL of Kentucky and I
have been the floor leaders year after
year. But it used to take many days,
and one of the reasons was that we got
bogged down in debates on the Mexico
City policy.

The President could have waited
until February 15 to make his decision.
There was time to consult with Repub-
licans and Democrats. He could have
said: Look, I know this issue is divi-
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sive. Let us work together, come back
and sit down again in a few days and
work through this—because one thing
we can all agree on is that with the
abysmal state of women’s health in so
many parts of the world, we can make
it better. That should not be a Repub-
lican or a Democrat or pro-choice or
right-to-life issue. That is a human
issue, a moral issue. This would be a
good year to forget the political point
making, and solve this.

I have traveled to many parts of the
world. My wife is a registered nurse.
She has traveled with me. We have
seen how bad the situation is. We have
seen how a little help can move women
in many parts of the world generations
ahead of where they are today.

The distinguished occupant of the
chair has visited some of those same
places, and many more. I Kknow I
preach to the converted.

We have enough other ways to make
political points, on either side.

Madam President, I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, we do
have an essential agreement here that
will allow us to move through three
more nominations. I would like to go
through this and then also give the
Senators some further idea as to how
we might proceed beyond this next
week.

As in executive session, I ask unani-
mous consent that at 2 p.m. on Mon-
day, the Senate proceed to the nomina-
tion of Gale Norton to be Secretary of
Interior and that it be considered
under the following agreement: 3 hours
to be equally divided between the
chairman and ranking member of the
Energy Committee, 60 minutes equally
divided between the two leaders or
their designees, and following the use
or yielding back of the time, the nomi-
nation be laid aside.

I further ask unanimous consent that
at 10 a.m. on Tuesday, the Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee be
discharged from further consideration
of Gov. Christine Whitman to be Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency, and the Senate proceed
to its immediate consideration; that
there be 30 minutes for debate to be di-
vided as follows: 10 minutes under the
control of Senator CORZINE, 10 minutes
under the control of Senator
TORRICELLI, 10 minutes equally divided
between the chairman and ranking
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member of the Environment Com-
mittee.

I further ask unanimous consent that
following that debate, at 10:30 a.m. on
Tuesday, the nomination be tempo-
rarily laid aside and the Senate resume
consideration of the Norton nomina-
tion under the following agreement: 10
minutes under the control of Senator
FEINGOLD, 15 minutes under the control
of Senator DURBIN, 15 minutes under
the control of Senator WELLSTONE, 10
minutes under the control of Senator
STABENOW, with 30 additional minutes
for closing remarks under the control
of Senator BOXER and the final 30 min-
utes under the control of Senator MUR-
KOWSKI.

Further, I ask unanimous consent
that at 2:15 on Tuesday the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of Elaine
Chao to be Secretary of Labor, and
that there be 15 minutes for debate
equally divided between the chairman
and ranking member of the Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions Com-
mittee, and 15 minutes under the con-
trol of Senator WELLSTONE, to be fol-
lowed by a vote on the confirmation of
the Secretary of Labor, to be followed
by a vote on the confirmation of Gale
Norton to be Secretary of Interior, and
that be followed by a vote on the con-
firmation of Governor Whitman to be
the head of EPA.

I further ask unanimous consent that
following the three back-to-back votes,
the President be immediately notified
of the Senate’s action and the Senate
resume legislative session.

Finally, I ask unanimous consent
that either leader may vitiate the
agreement with respect to the Chao
agreement prior to the vote and that in
no case shall it proceed if the Senate
has not yet received the nomination
and the accompanying papers.

Mr. REID. Madam President, reserv-
ing the right to object, as I understand
what just transpired and will have
transpired by next Tuesday early in
the afternoon, is that all of the Presi-
dent’s nominees for his Cabinet will
have been approved with only one se-
lection still to be debated. It is our in-
tention, I say to the leader, to move
this to a final vote without undue
delay. I hope we can do that expedi-
tiously.

Mr. LOTT. I appreciate the com-
ments of the Senator from Nevada. I
also note with regard to the last para-
graph, we do not anticipate there will
be a need to vitiate the agreement with
regard to the Chao agreement. It is
just that we have not received all of
the papers yet. We do not expect there
to be any problem, but because we do
not have it all, it was necessary to put
this in.

Also—and 1 appreciate Senator
REID’S comments—it is our anticipa-
tion to proceed, after these three
stacked votes Tuesday afternoon, on
the debate with regard to the Attorney
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General nomination, and it is at least
my hope, and I believe everybody’s
hope, that we will be able to complete
action on that nomination next week.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LOTT. In light of this agreement
then, the next votes will occur back to
back at 2:45 p.m. on Tuesday next.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. LOTT. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now be in a period for morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak
for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———
NOMINATIONS

Mr. KOHL. Mr. President, I rise
today to comment on several of the
nominations on which we have voted in
the last few days.

I am pleased the Senate is acting re-
sponsibly and quickly to put the Presi-
dent’s cabinet in place. While I am sure
I will not always agree with everything
proposed by the nominees we have con-
firmed, I stand ready to work with
them toward our common goal of the
United State’s best interest.

I especially want to welcome Gov-
ernor Tommy Thompson, of my State
of Wisconsin, to his new position as
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices. I had the honor of presenting the
Governor at his hearings before the
Senate Finance and Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions Committees. As I
said there, the Administration is truly
fortunate to have a man of his energy,
creativity, and intelligence in this ex-
tremely important position.

I also want to comment on some of
the other nominations on which the
Senate has already acted.

I am pleased to lend my support to
the nomination of General Colin L.
Powell to be Secretary of State. There
are many foreign policy challenges fac-
ing the next Administration including
the proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction, our peacekeeping commit-
ments abroad, instability in the Middle
East and in other hot spots, and the
continued evolution of our relation-
ships with Russia and China. I am con-
fident that General Powell brings a
wealth of experience, a formidable in-
tellect, and a level head to the chal-
lenges ahead. I look forward to work-
ing with Secretary Powell in forging a
truly bipartisan foreign policy.

I am also pleased with President
Bush’s decision to appoint Donald
Rumsfeld as Secretary of Defense. He is
an experienced voice on defense issues,
and one that the Congress has come to
rely on for outside analysis. He re-
cently addressed the threat of ballistic
missiles in a special report to Congress
that now shapes much of the debate on
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ballistic missile defense. His years of
public service and expertise will give
him the credibility inside the Pentagon
to make the tough choices that face
the new administration, and they will
face many. I feel confident that Sec-
retary Rumsfeld is qualified to help the
President shape our armed forces to
meet the evolving threats of the new
century.

And finally, I support the nomination
of Rodney Paige to be the Secretary of
Education. Dr. Paige has received over-
whelming praise since his nomination
was announced, and in my opinion,
there is good reason for that. He under-
stands the need to change the system
when the old programs aren’t working
like they should. He is willing to work
with all sides—from teachers to par-
ents to principals to school board mem-
bers. And he brings with him to Wash-
ington an important lesson from his
time in Houston: If you set high stand-
ards for students and teachers, and re-
quire them to meet them, they will
strive to succeed.

Mr. President, there are many wor-
thy nominees who deserve comment
and support, but I will reserve further
remarks until we engage later in the
year in what I hope will be bipartisan
legislating.

NOMINATION OF ANTHONY PRINCIPI

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, yesterday
the Senate unanimously approved the
nomination of Anthony Principi to be
President Bush’s Secretary of Veterans
Affairs. In my judgment, Secretary
Principi is supremely qualified to take
on the challenges that will face the
next Secretary of Veterans Affairs, and
I fully supported his confirmation.

Secretary Principi will bring a
wealth of experience in a broad-range
of capacities pertaining to veterans
and veterans health to his work at the
VA. A graduate of the United States
Naval Academy and decorated veteran
of the Vietnam War, Secretary Principi
is personally aware of our veterans
needs and concerns. He was appointed
deputy secretary of Veterans Affairs by
President George Bush in 1989 and
served as Acting Secretary during
1992—providing him with a working
knowledge of the VA’s structure and an
understanding of how to make the sys-
tem work for our veterans. Most re-
cently, Secretary Principi served as
president of a California-based health
care contractor. Through a blend of
public and private service, Secretary
Principi has assembled an impressive
track record and compiled the type of
practical experience that will serve
him well at the VA.

I was pleased to hear during Sec-
retary Principi’s nomination hearing
that he plans to focus on veterans ben-
efits, among other concerns. I agree
strongly with this priority. Through
dedicated service and sacrifice, genera-
tions of veterans and their families
have answered the call to serve this na-
tion in her darkest hours and most
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